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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Amendment filed on 6/8/09. 

2. Claims 5-7 and 1 9 - 29 are pending in the case. Claims 5 and 1 9 are 
independent. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 5-7 and 22 - 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kent et al., (Microsoft Office 2003 Super Bible eBook), and further in 
view of McConnell (US 20020075040 A1 ). 

5. Regarding independent claim 5, Kent et al. teach that tasks and events are 
examples of SharePoint lists. Lists provide a place to store and present data in a 
convenient, standardized format with some level of customization available. You can 
add and remove columns in lists and change the order of fields in a list. The information 
stored in lists is available for export to many Office 2003 applications (p 399, Adding 
items to existing lists), which meet the limitation of receiving, in a task extractor of the 
computer system, a first modified task having a first task update in response to 
an operation initiated by the task extractor, the first modified task corresponding 
to a first task that is extracted from a first document into a task repository , the 
first document corresponding to a first application; 
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Kent et al. teach that if the attached file is a Word, Excel, or PowerPoint file, the 
copy of the file received by the recipient is linked directly to the newly created Shared 
'Workspace. The recipient can save and work on the file locally and synchronize 
changes with the copy stored in the Shared Workspace (p 413), which meet the 
limitation of receiving, in the task extractor, a second modified task having a 
second task update in response to the operation initiated by the task extractor, 
the second modified task corresponding to a second task that is extracted from a 
second document into the task repository, the second document corresponding 
to a second application; 

Kent et al. teach that now that you have an Excel spreadsheet linked to a 
SharePoint list you can add data to the list from within SharePoint or within Excel and 
easily synchronize those changes (p 407), which meet the limitation of synchronizing, 
in a task synchronizer of the computer system, the first task with the first 
modified task by updating the task repository with the first task update; and 

Kent et al. teach you can also synchronize an Access table that is linked to a 
SharePoint list (p 407), which meet the limitation of synchronizing, in the task 
synchronizer, the second task with the second modified task by updating the task 
repository with the second task update. 

Kent does not explicitly teach using a first circuit of the task extractor, using 
the first circuit of the task extractor, using a second circuit of the task 
synchronizer, using the second circuit of the task synchronizer. 
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McConnell teaches that using a first circuit of the task extractor, using the 
first circuit of the task extractor, using a second circuit of the task synchronizer, 
using the second circuit of the task synchronizer (paragraph block 0024). 

Because both Kent and McConnell teach methods of executing tasks, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
substitute one method for the other to achieve the predictable result of using circuits. 

6. Regarding dependent claim 6, Kent et al. teach that the information stored in 
lists is available for export to many Office 2003 applications (p 399, Adding items to 
existing lists), which meet the limitation of updating the first document with the first 
task update by exporting the first modified task into the first document. 

7. Regarding dependent claim 7, Kent et al. teach that the information stored in 
lists is available for export to many Office 2003 applications (p 399, Adding items to 
existing lists), which meet the limitation of updating the second document with the 
second task update by exporting the second modified task into the second 
document. 

8. Regarding dependent claim 22, Kent teaches that updating a third document 
with the first task update by exporting the first modified task into the third document, the 
third document corresponding to a different application than the first application (p 404 
and Fig 17 - 5). 
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9. Regarding dependent claim 23, Kent teaches that updating the third document 
with the second task update by exporting the second modified task into the third 
document, the third document corresponding to a different application than the second 
application (p 404 and Fig 17 - 5). 

10. Regarding dependent claim 24, Kent teaches that checking for modified tasks 
at predetermined times (p 415, penultimate paragraph). 

1 1 . Regarding dependent claim 25, Kent teaches that exporting the first and 
second modified tasks from the task repository into a single document for viewing by a 
user corresponding to a task owner of the first and second modified tasks (p 399 and 
table 17-1). 

12. Claims 19-21 and 26 - 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kent et al., (Microsoft Office 2003 Super Bible eBook), and further in 
view of McConnell (US 20020075040 A1 ) and Goodspeed (US 20020065828 A1 ). 

13. Regarding independent claim 19, Kent et al. teach that tasks and events are 
examples of SharePoint lists. Lists provide a place to store and present data in a 
convenient, standardized format with some level of customization available. You can 
add and remove columns in lists and change the order of fields in a list. The information 
stored in lists is available for export to many Office 2003 applications (p 399, Adding 
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items to existing lists), which meet the limitation of receiving, in a task extractor of the 
computer system, a first modified task having a first task update in response to 
an operation initiated by the task extractor, the first modified task corresponding 
to a first task that is extracted from a first document into a task repository , the 
first document corresponding to a first application; 

Kent et al. teach that if the attached file is a Word, Excel, or PowerPoint file, the 
copy of the file received by the recipient is linked directly to the newly created Shared 
'Workspace. The recipient can save and work on the file locally and synchronize 
changes with the copy stored in the Shared Workspace (p 413), which meet the 
limitation of receiving, in the task extractor, a second modified task having a 
second task update in response to the operation initiated by the task extractor, 
the second modified task corresponding to a second task that is extracted from a 
second document into the task repository, the second document corresponding 
to a second application; 

Kent et al. teach that now that you have an Excel spreadsheet linked to a 
SharePoint list you can add data to the list from within SharePoint or within Excel and 
easily synchronize those changes (p 407 and Table 17-1), which meet the limitation of 
synchronizing, in a task synchronizer of the computer system, the first task with 
the first modified task by updating the task repository and a first individual task 
repository associated with a first task owner of the first modified task with the 
first task update; and 
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Kent et al. teach you can also synchronize an Access table that is linked to a 
SharePoint list (p 407 and Table 17-1), which meet the limitation of synchronizing, in 
the task synchronizer, the second task with the second modified task by updating 
the task repository and a second individual task repository associated with a 
second task owner of the second modified task with the second task update. 

Kent does not explicitly teach using a first circuit of the task extractor, using 
the first circuit of the task extractor, using a second circuit of the task 
synchronizer, using the second circuit of the task synchronizer. 

McConnell teaches that using a first circuit of the task extractor, using the 
first circuit of the task extractor, using a second circuit of the task synchronizer, 
using the second circuit of the task synchronizer (paragraph block 0024). 

Because both Kent and McConnell teach methods of executing tasks, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
substitute one method for the other to achieve the predictable result of using circuits. 

Neither Kent nor McConnell explicitly teach wherein the first modified task is 
visible to the first task owner but not to other task owners; and wherein the 
second modified task is visible to the second task owner but not to other task 
owners. 

Goodspeed teaches that wherein the first modified task is visible to the first 
task owner but not to other task owners; and wherein the second modified task is 
visible to the second task owner but not to other task owners (paragraph block 
0312). 
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Because both Goodspeed and the combination of Kent and McConnell teach 
methods of performing tasks, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to substitute one method for the other to achieve the 
predictable result of utilizing groups to perform specific tasks. 

14. Regarding dependent claim 20, Kent et al. teach that the information stored in 
lists is available for export to many Office 2003 applications (p 399, Adding items to 
existing lists), which meet the limitation of updating the first document with the first 
task update by exporting the first modified task into the first document. 

15. Regarding dependent claim 21, Kent et al. teach that the information stored in 
lists is available for export to many Office 2003 applications (p 399, Adding items to 
existing lists), which meet the limitation of updating the second document with the 
second task update by exporting the second modified task into the second 
document. 

16. Regarding dependent claim 26, Kent teaches that updating a third document 
with the first task update by exporting the first modified task into the third document, the 
third document corresponding to a different application than the first application (p 404 
and Fig 17 - 5). 
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1 7. Regarding dependent claim 27, Kent teaches that updating the third document 
with the second task update by exporting the second modified task into the third 
document, the third document corresponding to a different application than the second 
application (p 404 and Fig 17 - 5). 

18. Regarding dependent claim 28, Kent teaches that checking for modified tasks 
at predetermined times (p 415, penultimate paragraph). 

1 9. Regarding dependent claim 29, Kent teaches that exporting the first and 
second modified tasks from the task repository into a single document for viewing by a 
user corresponding to a task owner of the first and second modified tasks (p 399 and 
table 17-1). 

Response to Arguments 

20. Applicant's arguments filed 6/8/09 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

21 . Applicant argues that Kent fails to teach that receipt of modified tasks is 
responsive to an operation initiated by a task extractor because, in Kent, updates are 
simply performed by a user updating a given list appropriately (p6, second paragraph). 

First, Kent teaches that one of the central features of Windows SharePoint 
Services is its use of lists. Lists include such items as Announcements, Contacts, 
Events, Links, and Tasks and Issue Tracking (p 394, first paragraph) and that the 
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information stored in lists is available for export to many Office 2003 applications (p 399, 
Adding items to existing lists). 

Thus, it is obvious that there must be a task extractor since the tasks are stored 
in Windows SharePoint Services lists and these tasks can be exported to many Office 
2003 applications as explicitly taught in Kent. 

22. Applicant argues that Kent further fails to teach that an individual task repository 
that is associated with a task owner is also updated with a modified task (p 6, 
penultimate paragraph). 

Kent explains in Table 17-1 the different group privileges. In this table, Kent 
describes that certain groups can create, manage, modify and/or administer their own 
lists, which include tasks as stated above and which are equivalent to an individual task 
repository. 

23. The rest of Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 5-7 and 19-21 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

24. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to NATHAN HILLERY whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-4091 . The examiner can normally be reached on M - F, 1 0:30 a.m. - 7:00 
p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, W Doug Hutton can be reached on (571) 272-4137. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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